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“Decision No. 1HATN

_ BEFORE TEE RATIRQAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALTFORNIA.

In the Matter of the Application of
EOBART ESTATE COMPANY, a corporation,
and EMMA ROSE, for leave to dlscon~
tinue the service of water for ir-
=igation, mining and domestic use in
the Comnty of Ca.la.veras, State or
Calirornia. o

Application No. 13180. .
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' McCutchen, Olney, Ma:mon & G*eene, by Allen P Mathe*w, :
and Johr T. Pigott, Tor Applicants. '

'“‘dward Van Vranken, for San Ioa.q,uin County, Prote..te.nt.
T, COJ.ebez-d, for Sexn Francisco County I.oan COmpany.
Virgil M. A.irola., Rowan Hardin and I-‘rank Follem:x.,
:ror P*ote tants. ‘
- r.om:'r'," comssxoms‘
OPIN TON "o -

This 1s an applioa.tibn for suthority %o di‘soontinuo
irrigation sexvice, fil ed by Hobart Estate Company, a coz-pora.-
tion, and Eame. Rosc, who are ‘che owDers as tenants in common o:t
certain proporties operated under the firm name a.nd style o:

; Utica. Mining Company zmd engaged, among other things, in the

| sale and distribution of water for d.omestic, mining and. irriga.-
tion purpcoses, and also in the- genemtion of electric enoTgy. :tor
general use 1:1 and in the’ vic:!.nity or Murphys, :Dougla... Flat,
Vellecito, Ca.z.-son Eil..., A.lto.ville and. Angels Camp, in Ca...a.vom
| COunty.' The applioation allegea in effect that :‘.'or many years
las'c pest the expenses necosse.rily incurred by applicam 1n




' m:.shing wa.ter for 1~rigation and purposes other than domestic
service m the Town or Angels Caxp have beer a.nd now are greatly
in excess of the sro s revenue recelived: ‘thgt & rate syrricient

' %o make said service compensatory would 'be :;;rdhibitivo; ' tha.t
such watér sei'vico outside of A.ngeis Camp is not pudblic utility
in cheracter but has always been and oW 1s incidental end a
meTe acoomodﬁtién‘ ‘cor the consumers. Wheretore, applicants ask

| ‘thafc,-"in.'che event the Rallrocad Commission should consid.er the
m_ter: service outside of the Town of Angels Camp to be a public '
utility servig'e‘; sald Commission authorize epplicants to-dis-
continte g\slxicb. service, saving esd excepting the furnishing of

water for domestio puUTposes to the Mbifa.nts of the Town of

Angels Ca.mp. ‘
Public hoarings in this nmatter were held in Angels
Caxp after all interested parties had been duly notifiled and
given an opportunity to appeer and b__é heard. |
For 2 history and deécrip‘cién"or fhis .zysten, reference
is hereby made to ovx Decision No._ 19639 issued in connection
with Case No. 2266, Williams et al. vs. Utlea Mining COmpa.ny. |
The evidence shaws that in 3.926 ‘this company suppliod.
134 oonsumers with water ror domestic, :!.rrie;ation and mining
pu:poses outside of its municipal syetem :Ln Angel... Camp, whick
supplied. approximately 314 consumers. The rates in er:tect for -
aiten servic;a for irrigation and mining purposes are 20 cents
pe:.? miner;s ineh day of tweﬁty‘-rour hours above Pipe Rese:-véir
- end 15 oents pexr Inch below. The niner's inch being equiva.len‘c
%0 1/40 of a cubic oot per second, these charges for all pmctical
Vpurpo..,es a.re equive.lent t0 $4.00 and $3.00, :-e:;pectively, por
- acre foot. tes for domestic servico outside of A.r.gels Camp

range Ixrom ,,l.oo to 5‘3.00 per month, according to use 0f WateTr.




These raves have been in ellfect ror 2 great muny yea s anéd wére'

:e#er-e"*"b;i-hed by the Ra‘lroad COmmiusio-._

" A few monthe prior 0 the Liling of the applic“tion
herein, certai“ con,umerg of this utility filcd fo*mal compla;ntg
with uhe Commission alleging, qmong othcr things, thet the said
Ttice Mining CQmp_ny had a:b;t*arily dimin;uhea and curta;led
the de¢iverie- o: water for ir Tigetion and domevtic pu:poues
"outside of A.ﬁels Cemps ned rendered inadequate and. interrupted s
se*vice ax d ro* several yea* 2.5t past & _ndulged in nn:ai*
d;sc*umination ugain,t meny oL the. conwume.v. This mmtter.wa*l-
entitled "E;P.jWil;i.ms et-gl.,’Complainants, vé;.Uticd“Miniﬁg;
Comp“ny,_é co4pditﬁérship,(et_al.,'Dérendant " end dos ignatedfl
'..Ca-e Yo. °66;‘ By stipuldtion, it was sgreed by 2ll 1nterested
par.ieu that thiu caue e combined with the inytant proceeding
Zox hearing only .nd that a;l évidence 50 re¢elived oy be con—"
sidered in.either matter in so far as germane.

| ~o*ma; protest againat,uhe grﬁnt;ng or applicant
*eques* to di»oontinue nater verviée was. filed by the Cou“uy or
San Ioaouin, _lleving in eflfect that said county.owng jo;ntly
with tke COu_ty or Caluveras & tract of land'compriéiﬁgfsevénty—
, one ac*e : djo;nins the Townsite of Nurphys that'saidJCcﬁgty\
,or San Jo_quin is <he owner o’ ninety-nine per cent ntéré?t&Zﬁ*%~
*oint uuberculoui anato*ium zow in course of constructia.
id t*act at an eatim«ted cost of Two nundred thoupand dol-
lurs; that wate_ for domegtic end irrigution purpo¢es is ab-

solute;y necesmary for uhe oPeraticn of said .anutorium and

- that the ozly av~'lablu cdeguate °upply is r*om the 0y..-tem o*

the Uticu N zing Comnany, for which water service &pnlication |
;(% 1ready been made to sald comp_ny. Tke Calaveras Wate* ,

e** A--o i,tio an orsuniz,tion rcpregentins ull or thc




donestic end irrigation ‘weter users outside of Angels Camp, aiso.,' .

e.ppeered in opposition to the application. L
Althongh epplioents alleged in their petiticn That *the
sei-vice which they now wish %o discontinue is not public utility -
4o cb.smcter, they *eceded froo this ccntcntion dnring the hee.:r-"
ines held herein, e.t least to the extent the.t they no_vq ste.te
| that they will not resist a i'inding by this Commission. to“‘“)ie
"errect that the service is in fact public utility in. .sharecter.
In view of tb.e ...omewhet 4ndefinite nature of this concession on
| the part ol app icants, 1% skhould perhaps be ste.ted ‘at thiv t ime
' that the evidence clearly shows that the entire wster supply of
"tb.e Union Wete:: Compeny weas dedicated to tb.e public use in the
ls.te "I:‘i:tties" principally fox mining pu:poses, but also zor ir-
riga.tion, domestic, commercial water power nnd industrial pur-
poses and hss been continuously. S0 devole the public. n...e,
at lea.st as to those waters discharged from the tnil race. oi'
the Mnr;phys Power Plent subsequent to thc commenccment of i
opers.tion on . or e.'bout tb.e year 13%8. Ix thi.., connection, it .'
 should a.lso be noted thet iz several instances 4a proceedings\
, bei"ore con ts oi' :record said epplice.nts have reci ted and- elleged
~in their pleadingu therein that this same se*vice of water ren-'
vde*ed i‘or irrigation, domestic, mining and other purposes, now
bero*e this Comis lon was a public utility .,erv‘ice.
The. ev*dence in this matter discloses the rollowing
"!.‘sets- '.I‘his ditcb. system was originelly designed i'o"- delivering
| gwate... | for ple.ce'* mining purposes in Cale.vere.. County. ™With the
decline of this type of mining and the advent of qunrtz mining,
& large part of the water supply was devoted to this latter ”
¢lass or service. In *ecent yee.rs, the system was renr:renged

. Zo-generate. elect:-icity- through the Nurphys Power.Ple.nt, ‘comn~




?StiﬁetedJin 1898, and all waters»were’run through this plent

deLore delivery 'o* other purpo es. This change resulted‘in
several irrigation water user s belng required to obtain water
.doliveries rram other ditches anéd in certain insteneee the
coneumerSythemselves,were forced to pey the cos ts<:r conat“nct-
| ing new cenals and ditehes to procure service, although the ro-
‘;locations were required ro* the sole convenience oI the utility.
1”During the entive operation of the diteh systexm, water was de=
livered fox. eg:icultural irrisation, donestic, water power and
industrial.puxposea-generally-th.ou@houtvvhe area eovered‘by
: thefdistributionCcenals. In more recent yeere and uﬁtil the
co;strue@ien of the second pewef plant at Ansels‘Caﬁp.in'lgzo,
norest:ietione wore ever placed upon.the-emountlor wetef'de-“
vli#ereduior‘ahy:end,ell purposes, nor was sexvice Tefused 1o
eny who properly applied therefors. ! .
Witk the pessible erception or the past two or three
' years, the recorde‘or water deliveries anl ectual acreage served
are fragmentary, incomplete end warelisble. ' No eetuel water
measurements were ever mede watil very recenzly, the. amounts of
deliverieeiwere estimeted through obsexvation only by the super-'
' intendent of the dietribution ditches, and, in practically 2ll
cases, the only ent*ies mede in eny of the compeny'"'reeords
coneisted or the totel charge‘made against the consume Thei
_ evidenee preaented by applicents purporticg to show. the actual
deliveries in miner" incheerto the users ior various years
"prior to 1923 is derived by epplying the rate per mine:'* inch
%o the total of the biIls. It is obviou° thax in eny attenpt
'to dete:mine a derinite volume or water allocated in any °peciric
period in the paet to irrigetion and deme tic service in the ares
‘ouxside or Angels Cemp, sreet weight cannot reasonebly be given




to such figures. This is especlelly true in view of the tese

"V'timonv of all irrigation water users, which une.nimously and
eonc.m....’:.vely show'-‘ that e.ll eueh users received vez-,v much in ‘
excess of the emounts theywould bave odbtained under aetuel
meesuremen‘b and the.t, whern reeez;t attempts were xade by ‘the
compeny to ‘deliver vvater by acourate wier measuien;ents in the .
exact amounts ‘determined by the above memtioned 'eomﬁutat'iens,

. the 'velie:e o2 deiiVexiee wes. S0 much less than formerly reeeived.
that, in pmctieallyall instances, the consumers Were either
roreed 0 '-eduee their acreage or were toable 1o mature their
crops. Tke evidenoe 1s clear the.t at least since the season.
of 1925 the compeny has feiled %o &eliver sufficlent wter for
the then existing eonsumers, ‘has refused to ellow e.dditioml
wate" :‘.‘or increased acreage axnd has e.l.,o rerused to eupply new

' eonsmers with vmter Tor irrigation PUrPOSES,. Under such a ‘
r.a.xed policy of discouragement, it i s odbvious That eh1~ class of
*evviee 2as been’ prevented by applieents' own ee'ce from proper

: development and from ee.rning increased revenues.
'.the evidence how... that a greeter area ‘che.n th.e.t now f
-15.41'1‘138.'"336. at -some tiﬁe in the pa..t received wate:c for irrie;etion
ses, e.nd th,et at the pre..ent time there are appvoxime.tely 400
acres of le.nd- 1rrige.te¢_._ .However, 'che evidence eonclueively
indicates th.ae a 'coﬁsidere.bly 3:reater acreage would have been
undejr' irf.’ige.tien at the present time had the u‘cility been willing
to :Cnrni...h a depende.ble supply instead of greduelly wi’chd.rewins
the water romerly ave.ile.ble for this sevviee e.nd diverting m

- ror :roreign pu:::pose.. 1n power developuent at the Ane:el.., Pewer
‘Ple.nt. It ma.y thererore reasonadbly be seid that this util ity

nas dedt ceted 1ts water supply t.o the genoral publie in the ter-
ritory covered by 11:3 distridution systenm. |

Ba.eed upon. the deliveries of water during 1926, all

 water was used once z‘or POWSTr PUTPOSES; thereerter, o weters

G~
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ﬁere{distribﬁfed between the Angels Power Plant, Anselsrbdmostio, 

and irrigation and ofher service outside of Angels Camp.“ Tke
'ne*centagé of water déliveriés in 1926, which may be taken as a
rair Indication or operating conditionu and method,, is as Tollows:
| TS R — -—— 98.48%
- Qutside of Angels Camp------' 1.27%
Angels C&mp-------------é Q. 25%
Total--—-lO0.00%

Bearing the avove. percentages in mind, it is intereste ,r‘
ing to note the segregation of operating expenses uubmitted by
applic&ntv in. supnort of their allegations thet the irrisation
service is being conductﬂd at a _oss~

TABLE 1

T 1921 = 1928 - 19254 : 1924 : 1925 : L1926 =

Revenues, Electric $119,943. §88,805. §74,944. §79,566. £60,526. $91,018.
Expenses, Electric 51,558, 043. 42,4140 140,491, (517053, 43,175,

Net Revexzue, . | . : g L
- Electric ¥ 68,385.,$44,752. $32,5zo. $39,075. § 9,47%. $4L,843."

" Revenues, Water: - | ‘
_Angels Domestic $ & 7,614e $ 7,320, $ 7,650 § 7,441, § 7,942,
" Qutside .Angels - : 3,087, 2,536. 2 626, - ~21898. 3 2,676,

Totéi Water - - - S -, )
Revenues 4% 10,729, $10,70L. & 9,856. $10,276.'$10,339. wlO,elB.

. Combinel Water , g : o -
. Expenses . 28,901, 41,8%34. 37,362, 44,230, 37,484, 47.281ﬁ;

Net Revenue . ~ S _
‘ewnter X $ 28,172% $31,13%% $27,506% $33,954% $27,145% 36,6638

Nét Revenues,. Com-

bired Electric SRR ' ‘ : : e

 ADericit.,

| | The following figures ere taken from the inuual Reports
of the Uticae Mining Compeny filed with the Commission and show a

considerable variancq.with the correspondiﬁg-rigﬁrés in Table 1

' oompiled from exhidite filed by applicants:




TABLE 11

'Wate* Serv1ce.Angels Camn: Combined : Zlectric : COmbined
: Qutside - + Water ': . :
:_Aggcls Camp ¢ Domestic *Qpe*ations Qpe*ation»-Qppﬁations-‘

[

-
-
-
-

- Yeer 1925:

Revenues 22,088.. 8,254,  $10,342. $61;211.  § 71,553.
Expenses , - - 41,8975 40,545., .
Msce .Expenses = - ey L > - 82’232.

'ketﬁoﬁerafing . - R

B Revenue 3 R o $31,555%* $20,666. § 11,487¥*
" Year 1926: | | o S

 Revemues - $1,937. $e,681.  §10,618. $91,018. $101,636.
Txpenses - . = © - 15,688%  %80,624. 96,312,
‘hsc. Expenses . - T2 ‘-"'.?8" - ' 143.
Net Operating . o IR
Revemue ¥ -~ $ = 0§ 5,14l¥* §L0,322. $ 5,181.'

*Ope*&ting Costs Combined.
**Dericit. ‘ :

, Analysis of the evidence presenzed in connection with
- the revenues and expense shows that applicant, havo axtempted to
burden the water properties with the major portion or the oosts oA
diverting, -toring and transmitting water to *he Mnrphy» and Ansels
| Powex Plonts. Tnis 4s well illustrated by-applicents’ Exhibit
' No. 15, s umma*ized in part in Table 1 uupra, wherein.all main~
tenance and operating expenses on the Ttica COnduit amounxing to
$8,672. in 1925 and $18, 389. in 1926 and ror the Angels Ditch |
Systen, including the Boss end Pipe Reservoirs, 46, 850. 4n 1925 dnd
:$2,816. in 1926, were charged solely axnd entirely against the wate*',
syéfem. None of the costu incurred in connection nith the above
conduit and ditch system, although necessary to the operatioz of
the power plants, were charged against electric operations. The
?extent to which Angels Ditoh is used ror irrigation purposes 1is
shown by the revenueu received therefor amownting o $107.

1925 and 392¢ in 1926, The ‘present method 1s to ope:ate the

.-




system principally and primerily for the generation of power,

and all waters sre fLirst run 'throush the Mu:-phys' plant before

diversiorn and use for other 'pur:pésos.' 0L the waters pessing

the Murphys Plant, only an Insiguificent portion thereof is ever

used for irrigation ,purposés. It i3 clear that but a small, if

any, pert of the costs of comsiructing, operating and maintein= .

ing the propertles-is prop’érly- ohé.i-geable against the wa'ter

U3OLSe

The allocation of taxes for combined water and electrio

operations for the yeer 1926 1s typical of applicents’ tex segre-

gation for the preceding five years.

TAXES 1926

+ rlectrio : tlater :

T.Se. Dept. of Agriculture Reservolir Tax
U.S. Forestry Service Caxp Site Tax
State Eleotric Gross RBevenue Tax
(King Tax Bill) :
State Water Franchise Tax
Water Rights--Tuolumne County
Reservolirs~~Alpine County
Calaveras County Taxes:
~ Ttics Condult - . ‘ :
gouses, pipe lines, etc., at Murphys
Poxtions of Angels, Unlon & Noxrth Ditches
Portion of ALngels Ditch to Ross Reservolr
Ross, Lane and Pilpe Reservoirs
Ditches and pipe lines and Angels Caxp
T adistribution system within ingels Cemp

Gold C1iff Ditoh and other ditches and pipe

lines outside of Angels Caxp
South Ditch System

Personal Property, office, stedle and shops

Miscelleneous ivems
' Total

*110cated to General EXpenses

$

. 4’268.59

$ 794.00

10,00

280,00
19214

1,528.56
16409
537.00
29874
560693

| 227.50
212,30
40459
372,31*

$4,268.59

_ 1,60
36,985.25
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‘ " Trom the above segregation, tlw;ll-be’veen‘thét the -

K

Pulk of theue texes is solely for that part of the system’ de= .
veloued *or and devoted to the generation of‘powe Although tne
combined domestic und irrigation demcndu have received tho benerit
oT only a very smhll perccntuge or the total use or the waters,
yet there is charged ageinst’ ‘the water service ;q_-*926,approx:'}'

otely sixty-two.pér cent of'all taies paid_ror/said year’fdr 
both wathr oné. . electricity. AS fo thé Feéé;ﬁl as scssments for .
reuervoirs and camp-site purposes and uhe water rignt taxe § sé ‘ 
sessed by Tuolumne County end the reuervoi“ Taxes charged by |
Alpine County,, ;.well as the sex acsesszed upon the. Utic° Con-"‘
&duvit, it is clear fhat - VOry °mull, i’ _ny pa the*eor' amount—
ipg‘to 34,518.17, con in any *ea*cnab e Manne* be p*operly charge-

Iable egainst wates sérvice. Toe same 1s true of the taxes 5=

ed &gﬁinet the Ross, Lune end Pipe Res e*voir,; Anrels Ditch

.anéd the person L. vroperty tare xccnt %o the extcnt °ucb itam°~ o

‘ﬁieluéed for waler and irrigation pu:"no..co as compared with the;r

‘Joint use in-certein ins tance or hyd*o-elect*ic Jower generation‘
2%t the Angelw Powexr Plante. App’icant° clainm that unde: the gross
revenue fdx én electric cornora vions, cuch tax is in lieu o all ’
other taxes, and, for that reason, 2ll other taxes’ paid uhould ‘be
allocat ed as oxpense of furnis ning the water ve*vice. In this TR=
‘gard, 1t-may be t&ted that the above provision. does not include
Tederal taxes ot any agture whetsoever, end, &3 to county texes, .

”;t 15 very cle,r +het “he cmounts ch-rved ceainst- the nater |
ux;lity'" properties ere entirely out of line with the t,re,' o=
‘sessed &g 2inst the electric propertie:. The annu*l *eportw file& '
Dy this company uhow thut vh@ tixed capit-l -nuuallcd o
Decembe. 31, 1936,~amou_ted to $654,221., o; which & very umall

!
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- pert zay Teasonebl y ve sllocated to the w“ter prope*tic-. 'ﬁn-“ jf

'na*éitly' *he compuny hes wi;lingly.acqu*e ced in uhe puyment or
these county tuxeu -.o? 1t must be ascumed ¢ vh&t, %24 the company
made Tecsoneble errorts to anply for redress 1o thevStgte Board -
of Equaﬁization as prpvidga-by law, the total toxes levied ggéinSt
préperfieu of tke con °nyidevoted to the service of water would have
beexn 1m§osed upon those prope“t-ev devoféd‘exclusively to'that Sef-
vice. Arelysiz of +the taxes charged ag_inst Qater aerv;cc for
| yeaxr 1927 showc taat, for uhe surposes of- *his rocceaing, t%e 5
| of °1 800. may. reasonadly be a’locaued as - tuxes pald upon *he
oroperties devoued exclusively to vhe weler ,e:vicc, and. *h;e'
: ambun: apportidnéd 2s followz: $£600. %o A_gel- Dome st;c service
aﬁd‘tie remainiﬁé $3,200. %o the service. outside.
The Ttice Mingn ng Company m“intpins a San Fr-nc*sco orricc |
 ir charge of the gﬂn»ral zmanager of the company's “*opertie-,
2.S. MeCurdy, and elso has a resident,superintendent at Angels
' - Comp. The.$an'Francisco‘office is meintained solely as a5con;
venience 0o fhg coﬁduct of this company's ﬁininﬁ interests «nd in
20 sense of thé word can.be considered as reasonab;é or néccssary -
in tke conduet o* its pudblic utility vusiness 1n”Caiavcras county.
v losicaiiy tol;pws therefore that 50 mpch-or the chaf3é°:he“e#'
tofore Hllocaued to the public utility w"*er se*vice ,nd at-
tridutadble: to the Sarn F*ancisco orficc 1s not properly charge=-
able against: the local we ter operations. -
| Applicants heve cubmitted an'estimateor.théiénnual ‘
maiﬁténance ana'OPe reting expenses for the service furniszhed out~
'uide ox Angelu.Camp amounting to $12, 043.-“nd ¢7 063. for Angelu
Domes tic -ervice. However, the ev;denee shows that <he rea .onable
annna; costs or oPerating and ma;ntaining these gystemu, ter

eliminu 1ng unrea°onable and improper cha‘ge,, are Y& 700. fo_

. ~11-




the outside service and $3,000. for Angelslboﬁestic’service,"

makins a total of $7, 700.
The water Oﬁeratioas for 1926 resulted 11 a net re- :
urn of practically $:£>,0$)0.""w Instead ol an out-of-pocmet loss,
as slleged by applicéngg;ffhis indicates thet the combined witer
. opergtions of this utility for .1926 produced 2t leéét tﬁe.equivad
lent of & four per cert met return on $75,000., or six p;r cent oz
350.600-'this return uﬁdoubtedly would have'beén greate*.hddundt,.
the utility. de’iberutely diucour_ged the use of wate* for irrio?-
tion. Applica.t nas alwayf conducted its water oper&tiona and
ts account ng as a umit und has p*esented no evidence 0" this

. Commission ;ndicating the fair und PToper value ror rate-r;x;ng
purposes o*,.nJ of ivs royeruieu; cithe* “isation or domestic,
segregated orydtherWise; howevcr, fron the evidence availéble,.
the ned retwrn ﬁbéve does 1ot appear unreasonalle uﬁder vhe ciz- -
lcumstances.  | v' o ‘ '_  |
| | | ‘The evidence Mhoww thet the delivery of % té¥ ro:5154-
r;gatioﬁ‘purposes prqducea a @reater net return pe* acre foot un-
dg;_ »resent rates than the use of such water for the generat;on o*
A,eloctric powex. However, . the rates chorged by % i, utili vy LOr
"waver have rot &s yet ez ched the point whére the uae-qr suek
’wafers for gricultur&l purposes is pro“ibitive . 23 o matter of
fz2ct, meny ix igation“diutrict“ and uwtilitiec servinp water tn
-oothill *egionu cherge & higher rate. for water thun applicants.
Thiﬂ company 2as never applied to the COmmiusion for the estab;
| xcnt of’a greater and more *emnnerative rate for its 1rrigut
-crv;ce, Maving _bparently been satisried by “the gro,s reuurns '
'*rom +he water oPerut;ons as o whole, ,nd watil o uxility h&~

‘Hshown an endeuvo. to. ne*form an adequate end. reasonable ue*vice
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und made an endeavor to0 expend such so*vioe in tho ter*ito*y 1t“
 1~ b7igated to supply et retes whioh y be found *eaeonable, it
should not be peﬂmi*ted to discontinue 1%s publio utility dutiou.‘h

- Tull corsideration of the evidence present ted 4n thi-
muttor leads to ‘the conclusion that aopl;canto nave railed to
Justify vhelr reque t Tor outhority to discontinue thei* publio

utility water servico to comsumers on that part of their w te:

A

system outside of Angels Cemp, and I thorerore.reoommendvthe'

Iollowins'roﬁm.or ordexr:

Aoplioation as adbove ent;tled having beo; made vO thio
.COmmission, public hea rinss having been held theréoﬁ:u;ﬂé tter
having beon submitted;and tho,Comni-sion being now fully advised, -
in the oremiues, | |
' IL IS PVREBY ORDERED th&v Hobart Eotate Compcny, g co*-
po! *ation, and Emme Roze, ovmers as tenants in common of oortain
sublic utility properties operated undexr the ric tiouwor+rm neme
und style of Uticae Mizing Compeny, be and theyfare ﬁerobj di*écoed
+o £ile with the Ra‘lroad Commission, within uhirty‘(ﬁo) days frox
the daue of this oxder, the ochedule of *aves now ch,xeed ror ull
claoses of water °orvico delivered to their consumers rrom tnoir
water syotem outside of the Amgels Camp Domestio ,ervico area.
~ IT IS EEREBY FURTHER ORDERED thet in all otker -e'sp'eccs
the °bove entitled proceeding ve and the'same is_ho;eby denied.
- The ef reouive date of thi:c order shaliibe tkoﬁty (20)
days Zrom and after the date hereof. ' o

Tre roregoing opin;on and order eare hereoy approved

and~ordored_:iled &3 the Opinion and Order of the Rail:oad Comy‘




miz.,ion o2 the State of Caliroﬁni..‘.
| Dated &% San Franci.,co, Cali"orni‘, ..hi., jZL
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